REMARKS 



I. Interview Summary 

On 04 March 2003, in an effort to move the present case toward allowance, 
Examiner Bumgarner (hereinafter "Examiner") engaged in an extensive telephonic interview 
concerning proposed claim amendments and supporting arguments by Applicant. 

Prior to the telephonic interview, Examiner had directed Applicant to read and 
respond to Examiner's suggestion that In Re Lindberg is applicable to Applicant's claims at 
issue. Applicant has reviewed In Re Lindberg, and notes that In Re Lindberg states, in dicta: 

Moreover, even if this feature were properly recited in the appealed claims, as 
pointed out by the Solicitor of the Patent Office in his brief, this in itself would 
not render the claims patentable since it is not regarded as inventive to merely 
make an old device portable or movable without producing any new and 
unexpected result. . . . The contention discussed above is auxiliary to appellant 's 
basic contentions. Appellant's basic contentions are that "'parts' from old patents 
cannot be selected as anticipation of new combinations again using them"; that 
each inventor is entitled to his own machine, and improvement, so long as it 
differs from prior art devices; and that if a new structural combination is new and 
useful it meets the legal requirements for "invention." 

In Re Lindberg, 194 F.2d 732, 735-36 (C.C.P.A. 1952). 1 However, in an effort to move the 
present application toward allowance, during the course of the interview, Applicant assumed 
arguendo that Lindberg did stand for the proposition identified by Examiner and the MPEP. 2 

Applicant explained to Examiner that even if Lindberg did stand for the alleged 
proposition, Applicant's claims at issue would still be patentable over the art of record. 
Applicant pointed out that Applicant was proposing to amend its claims to make clear that the 
portable base station was "substantially self-contained." Applicant explained that a substantially 
self-contained base station is not shown in the art; hence, even if Lindberg did stand for the 
alleged proposition, Lindberg would still not be applicable because what Applicant was claiming 
as portable is certainly not shown in the art of record. 



Applicant points out here for the sake of completeness that this comment of the CCPA is pure non-binding dicta, 
which is why Applicant included the subsequent quote from Lindberg wherein the CCPA itself noted that this point 
was superflous to Lindberg. 
2 

[T]he Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP) which, although it does not have the force of law, provides 
guidance and instructions to examiners. See Refac Int'l. Ltd, v. Lotus Dev. Corp.. 81 F.3d 1576. 1584 n. 2. 38 
USPQ2d 1665, 1671 n. 2 (Fed.Cir. 1996) ("The MPEP does not have the force and effect of law; however, it is 
entitled to judicial notice as the agency's official interpretation of statutes and regulations, provided it is not in 
conflict with the statutes and regulations. "). In Re Portola Packaging, Inc, 1 10 F.3d 786, 788 (Fed. Cir. 1997). 



Applicant explained that, as shown in the prior art cited by Examiner, in a fixed 
dental operatory there are readily available compressed air sources (e.g., to drive dental 
equipment), and suction sources (e.g., to draw blood, pus, saliva and other debris from the mouth 
of the patient), and water sources (e.g., from city water supplies), and waste sinks (e.g., central 
plumbing leading to city sewage), which are typically supplied by central plumbing in the 
dentists office. Applicant pointed out that with such readily available and easily useable 
centrally-plumbed sources and sinks, there is no need for a fixed dental operatory to provide a 
substantially self-contained portable base unit such as Applicant's. As one quick example, 
Applicant asked why anyone would put suction in a substantially self-contained base unit, since 
one purpose of the suction is provide power to dental handpieces to allow the suction fluids and 
debris to a waste sink on the self-contained base unit, such as is shown in Applicant's Figures 1 A 
and 4A. 3 Applicant pointed out that if this were to be done, someone would have to empty the 
waste sink periodically, which makes no sense in a fixed dental operatory context. Similar 
counter-intuitive examples were advanced, such as to why an air compressor in a substantially 
self-contained portable unit typically is not provided in a fixed dental operatory context. Hence, 
Applicant explained to Examiner that Applicant's substantially self-contained portable base unit 
is not shown in the art of record, and thus Applicant has not made portable something that 
existed in the prior art. 

Examiner related that she understood Applicant's reasoning, but that she did not 
exactly know how to interpret the "substantially self-contained" recitations. Examiner opined 
that she was unlikely to give such recitations much weight. Examiner suggested as an alternative 
to Applicant that he recite to a structure along the lines of that which Examiner and Applicant 
explored in the context of their "substantially self-contained" discussion. 

In response to Examiner, Applicant has herein amended the claims sufficient to 
even more clearly demonstrate that Applicant's claimed invention is not rendered unpatentable 
by the art of record. Applicant believes this is sufficient to place all claims at issue in condition 
for allowance. Should Examiner disagree, Applicant respectfully requests a courtesy call from 
Examiner, so that Applicant may again try to place the claims in condition for allowance. 



Applicant points out that he took high-quality digital photographs of his device from virtually every angle, and 
supplied such digital photographs as informal drawings with his original application; Applicant also points out that 
the drawings form part of the written description. 
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II. 35 U.S.C. § 102 Rejections Based on the Jones '274 Patent 

A. Claims 1-10, 22-23, and 18-21 

Examiner has rejected claims 1-4, 6-8, and 10 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Jones (4,1 14,274). Examiner 's Office Action^ p. 2(25 Oct. 2002). 

1. Independent Claim 1 

Applicant has herein amended claim 1 to recite "at least one dental bracket table; 
at least one portable base unit including at least one suction pump; and at least one suspension 
device couplable between said at least one dental bracket table and said at least one portable base 
unit, said at least one suspension device structured to allow a dental patient chair to be positioned 
substantially below said at least one dental bracket table." In addition, Applicant respectfully 
points out that Applicant has stated that "portable dental treatment systems are dental treatment 
systems which have been designed such that they can be compacted and bundled so that a 
relatively fit person (e.g., a man or a woman) can physically carry the portable dental system." 
09/828, 601 Application, page 1 , lines 15-18. 

With respect to Applicant's unamended claim 1, Examiner has stated that "Jones 
discloses a dental treatment system comprising at least one dental bracket table 35, at least one 
portable base unit 42, and at least one suspension device 39 coupled between the at least one 
dental bracket table and the at least one portable base unit as best seen in figure 1." Examiner's 
Office Action, p. 2 (25 Oct. 2002). Applicant points out that what Jones states actually states is: 

The primary instrument console 11 includes a tray assembly 35 adapted to carry 
the power-operated dental handpieces 12 or the like and includes an upper tray 
shaped configuration upon which miscellaneous instruments and tools 13 may be 
placed. The interior of the tray assembly is adapted to contain hose for the power- 
operated dental handpieces and other devices for their operation which are well- 
known to those with ordinary skill in the art. The tray assembly is pivotally 
mounted at 37 on one end of an arm 36 which is in turn pivotally mounted at 38 
on its other end to one end of a second arm 39 which has its other end pivotally 
mounted at 40 to the upper end of an elevator assembly 42 for raising and 
lowering of the tray asseijibly 35 so as to position the tray assembly 35 at desired 
positions over a patient seated in the treatment chair 10. The elevator assembly 
42 is mounted on a base assembly 43 which is in turn mounted on and carried 
by the swiveling portion 28 of the base assembly 26 of the treatment chair 10 
(as shown particularly in FIG. 6) so that the primary instrument console 11 
will swivel with the treatment chair 10 to maintain the same in desired positions 
with respect to a patient seated in the treatment chair 10. 
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A drive means, preferably in the form of an electrically operated reversible motor 
45, is connected with the instrument console elevator assembly 42 for operating 
same. 

Referring more specifically to FIGS. 2-5 which illustrate in detail the instrument 
console elevator assembly 42, it may be seen that this elevator assembly 42 
comprises a hollow housing 47 to which the reversible motor 45 is stationarily 
secured therewithin. 

Jones '274 Patent, col. 4 lines 27-58 (emphasis added). Furthermore, with respect to the Jones 
c 274 structure identified by the Examiner, Figs. 2-6, and their supporting texts, teach that: 

The motor 45 includes a shaft 48 extending outwardly therefrom to be driven in 
either direction of rotation. A pinion gear 49 is secured to the outer end of the 
shaft 48 and engages a rack gear 50 secured to the outside of a hollow stationary 
post 51 which is carried by the base assembly 43. The stationary post 51 extends 
up into the hollow interior of housing 47 and telescopes inside of a hollow 
movable post 55 secured to the inside of housing 47. 

The stationary post 51 and movable post 55 are adapted for relative 
movement with respect to each other by the movable post 55 moving up and 
down in telescoping relationship along the stationary post 51. The movable 
post 55 carries the housing 47 of the elevator assembly 30 therewith and thus 
the arms 36, 39 and tray assembly 35. * . . 

As an assist and dampening means with respect to the up and down 
movement of movable post 55, housing 47 and tray assembly 35, an air 
operated piston 65 and cylinder 66 are provided. . . . An air line 70 leads 
from a suitable air supply (indicated schematically in FIG. 7) through a relief 
valve 71 to hollow pin connection 68 to provide a supply of compressed air 
internally of the cylinder 66 and provide a predetermined pressure against 
the piston end of piston 65 to bias the movable post 55 and the housing 47 of 
the elevator assembly 30 along with the tray assembly 35 in an upward 
direction and provide a damper against downward movement of the movable 
post 55 with respect to the stationary post 51. .. . 

Thus, as the electrically operated reversible motor 45 rotates the shaft 41 and 
pinion gear 49 in one direction, the rack 50 will be moved upwardly carrying 
the movable post 55 and the housing 47 of the elevator assembly 42 to elevate 
the tray assembly 35. This upward movement is assisted by the air operated 
piston and cylinder 65, 66. ... 

Jones '274 Patent, col. 4 line 58 - col. 5 line 44 (emphasis added). 

Thus, as seen, the structure identified by Jones is affixed by "base assembly 
43" and bolted "on and carried by the swiveling portion 28 of the base assembly 26 of the 
treatment chair 10 (as shown particularly in FIG. 6)." The air supplied to Jones is from an 
"air line 70 [that] leads from a suitable air supply (indicated schematically in FIG. 7)," 
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shown in Figs. 1-2 as coming from plumbing in the floor. The "electrically operated 
reversible motor 45 [of Jones] rotates the shaft 41 and pinion gear 49 in one direction, [such 
that] the rack 50 will be moved upwardly carrying the movable post 55 and the housing 47 of 
the elevator assembly 42 to elevate the tray assembly 35. . . . [and] this upward movement is 
assisted by the air operated piston and cylinder 65, 66." Thus, as can be seen, Jones does not 
teach "at least one dental bracket table; at least one portable base unit including at least one 
suction pump; and at least one suspension device couplable between said at least one dental 
bracket table and said at least one portable base unit, said at least one suspension device 
structured to allow a dental patient chair to be positioned substantially below said at least one 
dental bracket table" as recited by claim 1 . Accordingly, Applicant requests that Examiner allow 
claim 1 over Jones. 

2. Dependent Claims 2-10, and 22-23 

Claims 2-10, and new claims 22-23 depend either directly or indirectly from 
claim 1, and are thus allowable over Jones for at least the reasons why claim 1 is allowable over 
Jones. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that Examiner allow claims 2-10 and 22-23 
over Jones. 

III. 35 U.S.C. § 102 Rejections Based on the Grayson '012 Patent 

Examiner Bumgarner (hereinafter "Examiner) has rejected claims 1-4, 6, 7, 10, 
and 18-21 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Grayson et al. (3,726,012). 
Examiner 's Office Action, p. 3 (25 Qct. 2002). 

A. Claims 1-10, and 22-23 

1. Independent Claim 1 

Applicant has herein amended claim 1 to recite "at least one dental bracket table; 
at least one portable base unit including at least one suction pump; arid at least one suspension 
device couplable between said at least one dental bracket table and said at least one portable base 
unit, said at least one suspension device structured to allow a dental patient chair to be positioned 
substantially below said at least one dental bracket table." In addition, Applicant respectfully 
points out that Applicant has stated that "portable dental treatment systems are dental treatment 
systems which have been designed such that they can be compacted and bundled so that a 
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relatively fit person (e.g., a man or a woman) can physically carry the portable dental system." 
09/828 } 601 Application, page i, lines 15-18. 

With respect to Applicant's unamended claim 1, Examiner has stated that 
"Grayson at al. disclose a dental treatment system comprising at least one dental bracket table 
13, at least one portable base unit 12, and at least one suspension device coupled between the at 
least one dental bracket table and the at least one portable base unit as best seen in figure 1." 
Examiner's Office Action, p. 3 (25 Oct. 2002). Applicant points out that Grayson et al. is not at 
all concerned with the console 12, but rather with the "structure and arrangement of an assembly 
for a dental handpiece ... whereby the handpiece may be manipulated with enhanced comfort 
and control." Grayson '012 Patent, col. 1, lines 8-13. With respect to console 12, what Grayson 
actually states is follows: 

Referring now in detail to the drawings, there is shown in Fig. 1 dental apparatus 
employing the elements of the present intention and including a dentist's chair 10 
having located in proximity thereto a console member 12 comprising a table 
portion 13, with the combined structure having mounted therein equipment 
normally useful in the performance of ordinary dental operations. Thus, the table 
portion 13 will contain thereupon much of the ordinary apparatus which is utilized 
to provide a more commodipus environment for the patient, while at the same 
time being internally structured to house and support other equipment such as the 
mechanical, electrical, hydraulic or pneumatic elements required in powering and 
operating the apparatus. Since the present invention is particularly adaptable 
for utilization in connection with air rotor types of dental equipment, it is 
intended that the console 12 contain sources of air and water which are 
applied, in a manner to be further discussed hereinafter, in the operation of 
the dental equipment involved. The particular structure and arrangement of 
the console, as well as the nature and configuration of the power equipment 
including the sources of air and water, are not shown in detail and may be 
configured in accordance with conventional prior art arrangements. The 
present invention is considered adaptable in usable with a variety of such 
types of equipment and a detailed description of this portion of the operative 
structure is not considered necessary to a full understanding of the nature 
and operation of the invention. 

Grayson '012 Patent, col. 3, line 58 - col. 4, line 22 (emphasis added). Thus, with respect to the 
Grayson '012 structure identified by the Examiner, Grayson is simply silent, except to state that 
the sources of air and water are supplied in the conventional manner. As discussed, in relation to 
Jones, the conventional manner of supplying air and/or water and/or suction is via central 
plumbing in fixed dental operatories. Furthermore, with respect to console 12, there is no 
indication that the console is to be movable, let alone portable (e.g. , a standard sized refrigerator 
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is movable, but not portable). With respect to the "feet" on the bottom of the console 12, 
Applicant respectfully points out that there is nothing, in Grayson to indicate console 12 is to be 
moveable, and that if Examiner thinks there is, it is likely that she is using impermissible 
hindsight based on Applicant's application, in that Grayson is silent on this matter. Thus, as can 
be seen, Grayson, does not teach "at least one dental bracket table; at least one portable base unit 
including at least one suction pump; and at least one suspension device couplable between said at 
least one dental bracket table and said at least one portable base unit, said at least one suspension 
device structured to allow a dental patient chair to be positioned substantially below said at least 
one dental bracket table" as recited by claim 1 . Accordingly, Applicant requests that Examiner 
allow claim 1 over Grayson. 

2. Dependent Claims 2-10, and 22-23 

Claims 2-10 and new claims 22-23 depend either directly or indirectly from claim 
1, and are thus allowable . for at least the reasons why claim 1 is allowable. Accordingly, 
Applicant respectfully requests that Examiner allow claims 2-10 and 22-23 ovej* Grayson. 

B; Claims 18-21 

1. Independent Claim 1 8 

With respect to Applicant's unamended claim 18, Examiner has stated that "As to 
claims 18-21, Grayson at al. show coupling a suspension device between at least one table and at 
least one unit, the device structured to allow a dental chair to be positioned substantially below 
the at least one table." Examiner 's Office Action, pp. 3-4 (25 Oct. 2002). Applicant has herein 
amended claim 18 to recite "A method of assembling a portable dental treatment system, 
comprising: coupling a suspension device between at least one dental bracket table and at least 
one portable base unit including at least one suction pump, said suspension device structured to 
allow a dental patient chair to be positioned substantially below the at least one dental bracket 
table." As has been showq in relation to claims 1-10 and 22-23, Grayson is silent regarding 
any specifics related to console 12, and if Examiner is viewing Grayson as teaching that 
console 12 is portable, Examiner is engaging in impermissible hindsight in light of 
Applicant's application. In addition, Grayson is also silent as to the nature and configuration 
of the power equipment including the sources of air and water." Accordingly, Grayson does 
not show or suggest "A method of assembling a portable dental treatment system, comprising: 
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coupling a suspension device between at least one dental bracket table and at least one portable 
base unit including at least one suction pump, said suspension device structured to allow a dental 
patient chair to be positioned substantially below the at least one dental bracket table" as recited 
by claim 18. Accordingly, Applicant requests that Examiner allow claim 18 over Grayson. 

2. Claims 19-21 

Claims 19-21 depend either directly or indirectly from claim 18, and are thus 
allowable for at least the reasons why claim 18 is allowable. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully 
requests that Examiner allow claims 1 9-2 1 over Grayson. 

IV. 35 U.S.C, § 103 Rejections 

A. Claims 5 and 10 

Examiner has stated "Claims 5 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Grayson at al. in view of Hoffmeister et al. (4,445,859). Grayson et al. 
disclose a dental treatment system that shows the limitations as described above; however they 
do not show the at least one suspension device comprising a curved member operably coupled 
between a side of the at least one unit and the at least one table." Applicant respectfully points 
out that insofar as Applicant has shown above that Grayson does not show the recitations of 
Applicant's claim 1, Examiner's rejections of claims 5 and 10 fall for at least the foregoing 
reasons. Accordingly, the patentability of claims 5 and 10 being established, Examiner's 
rejections of claims 5 and 10 is mooted, and this Applicant need not expressly address 
Examiner's rejections of dependent claims 5 and 10 herein. However, Applicant states for the 
record that it does not acquiesce in Examiner's characterization of the art as related to claims 5 
and 10, and expressly reserves the right to challenge such assertions by the Examiner at a later 
time, should such become necessary in order to independently establish patentability. This is 
especially true with regard to the Examiner's assertions regarding the teaching to combine or 
modify. 

B. Claims 7 and 8 

Examiner has stated "Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Grayson at al. in view of Giannella (5,575,646). Grayson et al. disclose a 
dental treatment system that shows the limitations as described above; however they do not show 
the first member comprising a mounting bracket having a circular opening." Applicant 
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respectfully points out that insofar as Applicant has shown above that Grayson does not show the 
recitations of Applicant's claim 1, Examiner's rejections of claims 7 and 8 fall for at least the 
foregoing reasons. Accordingly, the patentability of claims 7 . and 8 being established, 
Examiner's rejections of claims 7 and 8 is mooted, and this Applicant need not expressly address 
Examiner's rejections of dependent claims 7 and 8 herein. However, Applicant states for the 
record that it does not acquiesce in Examiner's characterization of the art as related to claims 7 
and 8, and expressly reserves the right to challenge such assertions by the Examiner at a later 
time, should such become necessary in order to independently establish patentability. This is 
especially true with regard to the Examiner's assertions regarding the teaching to combine or 
modify. 

C. Claim 9 

Examiner has stated "Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Grayson at al. Grayson et al. disclose a system that shows the limitations as 
described above; however they do not show the second member integrally molded with the first 
member." Applicant respectfully points out that insofar as Applicant has shown above that 
Grayson does not show the recitations of Applicant's claim 1, Examiner's rejection of claim 9 
falls for at least the foregoing reasons. Accordingly, the patentability of claim 9 being 
established, Examiner's rejection of claim 9 is mooted, and this Applicant need not expressly 
address Examiner's rejection of dependent claim 9 herein. However, Applicant states for the 
record that it does not acquiesce in Examiner's characterization of the art as related to claim 9, 
and expressly reserves the right to challenge such assertions by the Examiner at a later time, 
should such become necessary in order to independently establish patentability. This is 
especially true with regard to the Examiner's assertions regarding the teaching to combine or 
modify. 

V. New Claims 24-26 

Applicant has added new claims 24-26 by amendment herein. New claims 24-26 
recite a method of making a portable dental system. Applicant respectfully points out that, as 
shown at length above, the art of record does not show "affixing an air compressor to a portable 
base unit enclosure" as recited in claim 24. In addition, the art of record does not show "affixing 
at least one suction pump," or "affixing at least one circuit board" "to the portable base unit 
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enclosure" as respectively recited in claims 25, and 26. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully 
requests a Notice of Allowability on claims 24-26 for at least the foregoing reasons. 

The Commissioner is authorized to charge any additional fees due by way of this 
Amendment, or credit any overpayment, to our Deposit Account No. 19-1090. 

Attached hereto is a marked-up version of the changes made to the claims by the 
current amendment. The attached page is captioned "Version With Markings to Show 
Changes Made." If a conflict arises between the clean copy and the attached "version with 
markings to show changes made," this statement constitutes public notice that Applicant 
respectfully requests that its intent is that the version with markings to show changes made be 
considered controlling. 

All of the claims remaining in the application are now clearly allowable. 
Favorable consideration and a Notice of Allowance are earnestly solicited. 
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VERSION WITH MARKINGS TO SHOW CHANGES MADE 



In the Claims: 

Please amend claims 1-10, and 18 to read as follows: 
Please add new claims 22-26 to read as follows: 

1 . (Currently Amended) A portable dental treatment system comprising: 
at least one dental bracket table; 

at least one portable base unit including at least one suction pump ; and 
at least one suspension device coupl e d couplable between said at least one dental 
bracket table and said at least one portable base unit, said at least one suspension device 
structured to allow a dental patient chair to be positioned substantially below said at least one 
dental bracket table. 

2. (Currently Amended) The portable dental treatment system of Claim 1, 
wherein said at least one dental bracket table comprises: 

a bracket tray or a dental hand piece holder. 

3. (Currently Amended) The portable dental treatment system of Claim 1, 
wherein said at least one portable base unit farther comprises: 

at least one air compressor said at least on e portabl e bas e unit having a d e vic e for 
at l e ast partially driving a d e ntal op e ratory, the device for at l e ast partially driving including but 
not limited to an air compr e ssor, a suction pump, or an e l e ctric motor . 

4. (Currently Amended) The portable dental treatment system of Claim 1, 
wherein said at least one portable base unit comprises: 

an enclosure structured to support at least one dental operatory component 
selected from a group of dental operatory components including but not limit e d to having an air 
compressor, a suction pump, an electric motor, a control knob, an electrical switch, electrical 
circuitry, and a mechanical switch. 
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5. (Currently Amended) The portable dental treatment system of Claim 1, 
wherein said at least one suspension device structured to allow a dental patient chair to be 
positioned substantially below said at least one dental bracket table comprises: 

a curved member operably coupl e d couplable between a side of said at least one 
portable base unit and said at least one dental bracket table. 

6. (Currently Amended) The portable dental treatment system of Claim 1, 
wherein said at least one suspension device structured to allow a dental patient chair to be 
positioned substantially below said at least one dental bracket table comprises: 

a first member operably couplable coupled with a side of said at least one portable 

base unit; and 

a second member at least partially transverse to said first member, said second 
member having a first end operably couplable coupl e d with said at least one dental bracket table 
and a second end operably couplable coupl e d with said first member. 

7. (Currently Amended) The portable dental treatment system of Claim 6, 
wherein said first member operably couplable eoupled with a side of said at least one portable 
base unit comprises: 

said first member rotatably attachableed to the side of the at least one portable 

base unit. 



8. (Currently Amended) The portable dental treatment system of Claim 7, 
wherein said first member rotatably attachableed to the side of the at least one portable base unit 
comprises: 

a mounting bracket affixed to the side of said at least one portable base unit, said 
mounting bracket having a circular opening; and 

said first member inserted insertable in said circular opening. 

9. (Currently Amended) The portable dental treatment system of Claim 6, 
wherein said second member having a first end operably couplable coupl e d with said at least one 
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dental bracket table and a second end operably couplable coupl e d with said first member 
comprises: 

said second member integrally molded with said first member. 

10.' (Currently Amended) The portable dental treatment system of Claim 6, 
wherein said second member having a first end operably couplable coupled with said at least one 
dental bracket table and a second end operably couplable coupl e d with said first member 
comprises: 

said second member rotatably attach e d attachable to said at least one dental 

bracket. 

11-17. (Cancelled) 

18. (Currently Amended) A method of assembling a portable dental treatment 
system, comprising: 

coupling a suspension device between at least one dental bracket table and at least 
one portable base unit including at least one suction pump , said suspension device structured to 
allow a dental patient chair to be positioned substantially below the at least one dental bracket 
table. 

19. (Original) The method of Claim 18, wherein said at least one dental 
bracket table comprises: 

a bracket tray or a dental hand piece holder. 

20. (Original) The method of Claim 18, wherein said at least one portable 
base unit comprises: 

said at least one portable base unit containing a device for at least partially driving 
a dental operatory, the device for at least partially driving including but not limited to an air 
compressor, a suction pump, or an electric motor. 

21. (Original) The method of Claim 18, wherein said coupling a suspension 
device between at least one dental bracket table and at least one portable base unit, said 
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suspension device structured to allow a dental patient chair to be positioned substantially below 
the at least one dental bracket table comprises: 

operably coupling a first member with a side of the at least one portable base unit; 

and 

operably coupling a second member substantially transverse to said first member 
such that said second member has a first end operably coupled with said at least one dental 
bracket table and has a second end operably coupled with said first member. 

22. (New) The portable dental treatment system of Claim 1, wherein said at 
least one portable base unit comprises: 

at least one waste sink. 

23. (New) The portable dental treatment system of Claim 1, wherein said at 
least one portable base unit comprises: 

at least one water source. 



comprising: 



24. (New) A method of making a portable dental treatment system, 
affixing an air compressor to a portable base unit enclosure. 

25. (New) The method of Claim 24, further comprising: 
affixing at least one suction pump to the portable base unit enclosure. 

26. (New) The method of Claim 24, further comprising: 
affixing at least one circuit board to the portable base unit enclosure. 
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